Bird specimens collected by 19 th century explorer and ornithologist Prince Maximilian of Wied-Neuwied form one of the foundation collections of the American Museum of Natural History in New York. However, parts of his collection remained in Germany and came to the Museum Wiesbaden. Since Wied described numerous new species without designating types, some of these specimens might be type material. Here we present a catalog of the 30 Wiesbaden specimens associated with him and discuss their potential type status. We conclude that 17 individuals in 11 species are potential type specimens that should be considered in future taxonomic work.
Introduction
The natural history collection at the Hessian state museum in Wiesbaden (MWNH) owns several specimens that either originate from the collection of Prince Maximilian of Wied-Neuwied or were described by him as new species. In the early 19 th cen-tury Wied was among the first explorers to travel to Brazil and the especially diverse ecoregion Mata Atlântica, where he collected large numbers of ethnographic objects, plants and animals. In 1870 part of the Wied collection comprising 4,000 birds, 600 mammals and 2,000 fish and reptiles was purchased by the American Museum of Natural History in New York (AMNH) and constitutes the cornerstone of its scientific collection (Myers 2000) . Besides mammals, reptiles, and amphibians, Wied described 160 species and subspecies of birds. The names of more than 50 of these taxa are still valid today (Encyclopedia of Life). Potential type specimens of the majority (ca. 120) could be recognized at the AMNH. At least some of the specimens presented here came to the collection in Wiesbaden in Wied's lifetime. The AMNH type catalogs published to date (Allen 1889 (Allen , 1891 Greenway 1973 Greenway , 1978 Greenway , 1987 LeCroy and Sloss 2000; LeCroy 2003 LeCroy , 2005 LeCroy , 2012 do not offer any information on material in Wiesbaden. However, we must assume that more material exists outside the AMNH. To begin with, the corresponding types of 40 taxa are not in the AMNH collection, and furthermore, Wied himself recorded only limited information on the material he studied and, as was common practice at that time, did not designate types. A systematic research for more material is still outstanding, and since at that time it was usual to barter, trade and give away undocumented specimens, some surprising discoveries may still be expected. Berger (1995) reports later divestitures of material by the AMNH to other institutions, like the Smithsonian in Washington, D.C. De Avila-Pires (1965) and Engländer (1995) mention other collections; for instance besides New York, mammal types have also been deposited in Leiden and Paris.
Like at the AMNH, in Wiesbaden as well many of the originally mounted specimens were later dismounted and added to the study skin collection. Most of the series of the main Wied collection at the AMNH still bear their original labels, but not every individual specimen has such a label by Wied (see Carter 1942 ). It appears that in Wiesbaden no original labels are preserved. Although this is unfortunate and complicates interpretation, it does not disqualify the material as potential types, since bartered series often remained unlabeled and at the museums labels were replaced in the course of time (which of course today would be an unpardonable sin).
Wied's work on birds is significant not only because of the huge number of species and forms described for the first time, but it also gives information on distribution and biology of numerous animals. Even today records on the biology of many organisms are completely lacking. As Berger (1995) notes, Wied's diaries remain unstudied to date, even though they most certainly contain further biological details on many animals. Unfortunately, most of his travel journals and handwritten catalogs are privately owned and not accessible. Even so, it is important to make at least his museum specimens known to a broader scientific public, since several of Wied's taxa are still in taxonomic transition today.
Catalog
In our catalog we follow the systematic classification of the Handbook of the Birds of the World (del Hoyo et al. 1992 Hoyo et al. -2011 Hoyo et al. 1997, Vol. IV: 456) and his species name, melanonotus, is being used again. Urochroma wiedi Allen 1889 is a synonym sharing the same type/types. Greenway (1978: 86) was apparently in error in listing AMNH 6302 as a holotype, as Allen (1889: 265) noted that there was at least one additional syntype and perhaps others. Presently there is nothing to be said against the assumption that the specimen at the MWNH is also a syntype. (Wied, 1830) Greenway (1978: 126) report two syntypes of Strix minutissima at the AMNH with the inventory numbers 6345 (male) and 6345bis (female). The MWNH specimen might belong to the original type series, although there is no proof. Remarks: According to the original description, Wied had at least one male at his hands. The AMNH has a specimen (inv. nr. 6381) that Greenway (1973: 270) called a lectotype. Of the specimens at the MWNH, the more recent labels give "Surinam" as the country of origin, but the older label contains a reference to "Pr. Max". Wied may have had specimens from Surinam in his collection that he did not collect himself (M. LeCroy, pers. comm.). Thus it appears quite possible that these two specimens are type material. Remarks: In the original description Wied mentions several males, while the female was unknown to him. According to Allen (1889: 218) and LeCroy (2012) there are no types at the AMNH. If no other material turns up, the specimens at the MWNH must be classified as potential types. First of all, they need to be sexed, as Wied had no females at hand. The sexes assigned on the labels were possibly inferred from the individuals' positions (male on top, females below) by a curator. On first glance the three specimens are indistinguishable and must be compared to a series. Remarks: In the original description Wied described the male without giving details on quantity or whereabouts of the specimens. According to Allen (1889: 225) and LeCroy (2012) Remarks: In the original description, and also in 1831 (p. 500), Wied examined males and females, but did not note specifics on quantities and whereabouts. According to Allen (1889: 222) and LeCroy (2012) the AMNH has only one male syntype (nr. 6861). Since at least the female is still missing, and also the number of individuals remains unclear, the specimen in Wiesbaden may well be classified as potential type material. In this species the sexes look alike, so it will be difficult to determine the specimen's sex. Remarks: In the original description Wied refers to both sexes, but does not specify the quantity and whereabouts of the examined specimens. Allen (1889: 219) notes a male syntype at the AMNH (nr. 6765), which LeCroy (2012) confirms. Both specimens at the MWNH are unsexed. The oldest label of nr. 43 gives Mexico as origin, while the more recent ones point out a mistake. The study skin is a formerly mounted specimen and does not have an old label. Whether or not these specimens are type material cannot be determined. Remarks: Unfortunately we could not obtain the original description. Cabanis (1851: 151) replaced the homonym. According to Allen (1889: 222) and LeCroy (2012) there is no specimen at the AMNH. If no other specimen turns up, the study skin at the MWNH must be regarded as type material.
Glaucidium minutissimum

Spizaetus tyrannus
Conopias trivirgatus
Coryphospingus pileatus
Thraupis palmarum palmarum
Oryzoborus maximiliani
Conclusion
In conclusion, it can be assumed that 17 individuals in 11 species of birds in the Wiesbaden collection are potential type specimens that should be considered in future taxonomic work. Close examination, comparison with other material, or even genetic tests will be necessary to make a final decision on the specimens' type status.
